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1. The appeal brief filed on 9/21/06 has been received and 
entered in the case. In view of the arguments therein, the 
previous rejections are withdrawn and replaced with new 
rejections, based on the same prior art. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1, 4, 6 and 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Weiberneit et al. 

See paragraph five of the previous office action mailed on 
12/1/05 for the details of this reference. As to the limitation 
that the input signals are both in the same logic state when the 
clock is high (the recited second clock state) , this will be 
inherent during the operation of the Weiberneit et al Fig. 3 
circuitry. Applicant's assertion that the logic state of the 
signal received by inverter E will always be complementary to 
the logic state of the signal received by inverter S2 is 
incorrect, i.e., because of the inherent delay associated with 
passing a signal through an inverter (such as inverter SI in 
Weiberneit et al's Fig. 3), there will always be an offset 
between the high-to-low pulse of the input to inverter E and the 
low-to-high pulse of the input to inverter S2. Stated 
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differently, when the 13 signal (input to inverter E) goes from 
''1" to ''0", the /I3 signal (input to inverter S2) will go from 
''0" to ''1" at a slightly delayed point in time. In view of this 
well-known relationship between the signal at the input of an 
inverter and the signal at the output of the inverter, there 
will necessarily be a slight interval where the input to the 
inverter has fallen to the low logic state prior to the output 
of the inverter transitioning to the high logic state. During 
this slight time interval, both the input and the output of the 
inverter will both be logic low, i.e., at the same logic state. 
Note also that such will also occur when the input to the 
inverter is going from ''0" to ''1" and the output is delayed in 
going from ''1" to ''0" (there will again be a slight time 
interval when both the input and output of the inverter are high 
logic level) . The relationship of the high/low logic levels of 
the clock signal with respect to the data and data complement 
signals will be the same as in applicant's Fig. 4, i.e., when 
the clock is high, the input and output of inverter SI will at 
times be complementary (one high, the other low) , and at other 
times be at the same logic state (as noted above, due to the 
inherent delay caused by inverter SI) . 



4. Claims 1, 4, 6 and 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
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as being anticipated by Lin. 

Note Fig. 12, where the first clocked inverters 
(corresponding to applicant's circuits 200 and 210) are the 
inverters within section 170, and the second clocked inverters 
(corresponding to applicant's circuits 220 and 230) are the 
inverters within section 172. The analysis above with respect 
to the clocking and data timing of the Weiberneit et al Fig. 3 
circuit likewise applied to the clocking and data timing of the 
Lin Fig. 12 circuitry. 

5. Claims 1, 4, 6 and 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Weiberniet et al or Lin. 

To the extent that the clocking and data timing recited in 
the claims is not inherent in Weiberneit et al and Lin, it 
nevertheless would have been obvious to any person having 
ordinary skill in the art who of course can set the data and 
clocking timing in any manner desired, simply using well-known 
delay and/or synchronization techniques. It is noted that 
applicant admits this fact and also discusses well-known reasons 
(motivation) for forcing the data and /data signals to be at the 
same logic state in the background section of the instant 
specification. See, for example, paragraph [0015] and the 
discussion of well-known domino logic data synchronization where 
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applicant discusses in detail the desirability of forcing the 
data and data complement signals to be at the same logic state 
during the precharging of latches used in domino logic circuits. 

6. In view of the above-noted new grounds of rejection, this 
action is non-final. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Kenneth 
B. Wells whose telephone number is (571)272-1757. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30am to 
5 : 00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Timothy P. Callahan, 
can be reached at (571)272-1740. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system. 
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see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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